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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 3/3/06, and has been entered and made of 
record. Currently, claims 1-12, 14-19, and 21-27 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 3/3/06 regarding the currently amended claims 1, 8, 15, and 
21, which were cited in the Office action dated 1 1/17/05 as being anticipated by Shiraogawa et 
al (U.S. Patent Number 5,343,305), have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

3. Upon review of the reference of Shiraogawa, the examiner notes that Shiraogawa can still 
be interpreted as anticipating the claims, as currently worded. 

4. In response to applicant's argument regarding the rejection of claims 1, 8, 15, and 21, 
whereby applicant argues on pages 8 and 9 that Shiraogawa fails to teach of an affiliate faxing a 
document to more than one recipient. The examiner notes that as seen in Fig. 1, and read in 
column 5, lines 9-18, a plurality of receiving facsimile devices 30 are shown. Further, as read in 
column 5, line 65-column 6, line 24, Shiraogawa states that "this combination is used for the 
simultaneous multiple address communications within the group indicated by digits 1 to 8. In 
other words, a simultaneous transmission is made to the facsimile devices of multiple terminal 
stations (40a, 40b. . .) within these groups." With this, Shiraogawa can still be interpreted as 
anticipating the claims. Subsequently, the rejection of claims 1, 8, 15, and 21, as cited in the 
Office action dated 1 1/17/05 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Shiraogawa, is 
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maintained and repeated in this Office action. Continuing, for similar reasons as discussed 
above, the rejection(s) of each of the corresponding dependent claims is also maintained and 
repeated in this Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 1-3, 8, 9, 15, 16, and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Shiraogawa et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5,343,305, cited in the Office action dated 
11/17/05). 

Regarding claim 7, Shiraogawa discloses a satellite-based fax distribution system (see 
Fig. 1) including a producer receiving a document to be faxed and traffic instructions for the 
document (multiple addressing station 20, column 5, lines 9-39), the producer determining an 
affiliate based on the traffic instructions and directing the document to the affiliate through the 
satellite (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24), a satellite receiving the document from the 
producer and transmitting the document to the affiliate (satellite 50, column 5, lines 9-18), and an 
affiliate receiving the document (terminal station 40a-40b, column 6, lines 37-64) and faxing the 
document to a plurality of recipients (receiving facsimile device 30, column 3, lines 15-47, 
column 5, line 65-column 6, line 24, and column 6, lines 37-64). 

Regarding claim 2, Shiraogawa discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and 
further teaches that the traffic instructions include recipient information identifying the recipient 
(column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24). 
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Regarding claim 3, Shiraogawa discloses the system discussed above in claim 1, and 
further teaches that the recipient information is sent to the affiliate (column 5, lines 19-column 6, 
line 24). 

Regarding claim 8, Shiraogawa discloses a method for distributing faxes via a satellite- 
based fax distribution system (column 5, lines 9-39), the method including receiving a document 
to be faxed (at the multiple addressing station 20, column 5, lines 9-39), receiving traffic 
instructions regarding the document (column 5, lines 9-39), determining an affiliate based on the 
traffic instructions at a producer (column 5, line 19-column6, line 24), directing the document to 
the affiliate through a satellite (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24), receiving the document at 
the affiliate (being the terminal station 40a-40b, column 6, lines 37-64), and faxing the document 
from the affiliate to a plurality of recipients (being the receiving facsimile device 30, column 3, 
lines 15-47, column 5, line 65-column 6, line 24, and column 6, lines 37-64). 

Regarding claim 9, Shiraogawa discloses the method discussed above in claim 8, and 
further teaches that the traffic instructions include recipient information identifying the recipient 
and the recipient information is sent to the affiliate (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24). 

Regarding claim 75, Shiraogawa discloses an affiliate (terminal station 40a-40b, column 
6, lines 37-64) in a satellite-based fax distribution system (see Fig. 1), the affiliate including a 
receiver for receiving a document from a producer over a satellite communication link (column 
5, lines 9-54, and column 6, lines 18-54), the document routed from the producer to the receiver 
by traffic instructions (column 5, line 19-column6, line 24), a fax system for faxing the document 
to a plurality of recipients (receiving facsimile device 30, column 3, lines 15-47, column 5, line 
65-column 6, line 24, and column 6, line 37-column 7, line 8). 
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Regarding claim 16, Shiraogawa discloses the affiliate discussed above in claim 15, and 
further teaches that the traffic instructions include recipient information identifying the recipient 
and the recipient information is sent to the affiliate (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24). 

Regarding claim 21, Shiraogawa discloses a satellite-based fax distribution system (see 
Fig. 1) including a producer in communication with a satellite (multiple addressing station 20, 
column 5, lines 9-39), the producer receiving a document to be faxed and traffic instructions for 
the document (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24), the producer determining a plurality of 
remote affiliates based on the traffic instructions and directing the document to the plurality of 
remote affiliates through the satellite (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24, and column 7, lines 
31-48), a satellite receiving the document from the producer and transmitting the document to 
the plurality of remote affiliates (satellite 50, column 5, lines 9-18), and a plurality of remote 
affiliates (terminal stations 40a-40b, column 6, lines 37-64), wherein the plurality of remote 
affiliates receive the document from the satellite (column 6, lines 37-64, and column 7, lines 31- 
48), and wherein at least one of the plurality of remote affiliates faxes the document to a plurality 
of remote recipients (receiving facsimile device 30, column 3, lines 15-47, column 5, line 65- 
column 6, line 24, and column 6, lines 37-64). 

Regarding claim 22, Shiraogawa discloses the system discussed above in claim 21, and 
further teaches that the traffic instructions include recipient information identifying the plurality 
of remote recipients (column 5, lines 19-column 6, line 24). 

Regarding claim 23, Shiraogawa discloses the system discussed above in claim 21, and 
further teaches that the recipient information is sent to the plurality of remote affiliates (column 
5, lines 19-column 6, line 24). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 4-7, 10-12, 14, 17-19, and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shiraogawa et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5,343,305, cited in the Office action 
dated 1 1/17/05) in view of Shi et al (U.S. Patent Number 6,41 1,689, cited in the Office action 
dated 11/17/05). 

Regarding claims 4, 10, and 24, Shiraogawa discloses the systems and method discussed 
above in claims 1, 8, and 21, respectively, but does not expressly disclose if the producer 
receives the document from a virtual fax print driver. 

Shi discloses a satellite-based fax distribution system (see Fig. 2) including a producer 
receiving a document to be faxed and traffic instructions (being the DIS signals) for the 
document (intelligent fax relay 16, column 4, lines 4-39, and column 5, line 45-column 6, line 
51), the producer directing the document to the affiliate through the satellite (base station 20, and 
column 5, line 45-column 6, line 5 1), a satellite receiving the document from the producer and 
transmitting the document to the affiliate (see Fig. 2), and an affiliate receiving the document 
(base station 20) and faxing the document to a recipient (fax 24, column 6, lines 24-64). Further, 
Shi teaches that the producer receives the document from a virtual fax print driver (being 
inherent in the laptop computer 30, column 4, lines 4-29). 

Shiraogawa and Shi are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
being systems that transmit facsimile data over a satellite link. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Shi's teachings in 
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the system of Shiraogawa. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that that the 
system of Shiraogawa would become usable by more users, as facsimile data can be transmitted 
from both facsimile machines and virtual fax drivers, as recognized by Shi in column 4, lines 8- 
13. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Shi's teachings with the system of 
Shiraogawa to obtain the invention as specified in claims 4, 10, and 24. 

Regarding claims 5, 6, 11, 12, 17, 18, 25, and 26, Shiraogawa discloses the systems, 
method, and affiliate discussed above in claims 1,8, 15, and 21, respectively, but fails to 
expressly disclose if affiliate includes a memory for storing the document or if the affiliate stores 
information concerning the document. 

Shi discloses a satellite-based fax distribution system (see Fig. 2) including a producer 
receiving a document to be faxed and traffic instructions (being the DIS signals) for the 
document (intelligent fax relay 16, column 4, lines 4-39, and column 5, line 45-column 6, line 
51), the producer directing the document to the affiliate through the satellite (base station 20, and 
column 5, line 45-column 6, line 51), a satellite receiving the document from the producer and 
transmitting the document to the affiliate (see Fig. 2), and an affiliate receiving the document 
(base station 20) and faxing the document to a recipient (fax 24, column 6, lines 24-64). Further, 
Shi teaches that the affiliate includes a memory for storing the document (column 6, lines 48-63), 
and that the affiliate stores information concerning the document (column 4, lines 40-57). 

Shiraogawa and Shi are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
being systems that transmit facsimile data over a satellite link. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Shi's teachings in 
the system of Shiraogawa. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that that the 
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system of Shiraogawa would conform to well-known standards in wirelessly receiving facsimile 
data and forwarding the data over a PSTN, since the facsimile data would need to be stored to 
accommodate for delays between the two networks, as recognized by Shi in column 5, line 13- 
column 6, line 22. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Shi's teachings with the 
system of Shiraogawa to obtain the invention as specified in claims 5, 6, 1 1, 12, 17, 18, 25, and 
26. 

Regarding claims 7, 14, 19, and 27, Shiraogawa discloses the systems, method, and 
affiliate discussed above in claims 1, 8, 15, and 21, respectively, but fails to expressly disclose if 
the affiliate notifies the producer of the status of the document received by the affiliate. 

Shi discloses a satellite-based fax distribution system (see Fig. 2) including a producer 
receiving a document to be faxed and traffic instructions (being the DIS signals) for the 
document (intelligent fax relay 16, column 4, lines 4-39, and column 5, line 45-column 6, line 
51), the producer directing the document to the affiliate through the satellite (base station 20, and 
column 5, line 45-column 6, line 51), a satellite receiving the document from the producer and 
transmitting the document to the affiliate (see Fig. 2), and an affiliate receiving the document 
(base station 20) and faxing the document to a recipient (fax 24, column 6, lines 24-64). Further, 
Shi teaches that the affiliate notifies the producer of the status of the document received by the 
affiliate (column 4, lines 40-57, and column 5, lines 36-44). 

Shiraogawa and Shi are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
being systems that transmit facsimile data over a satellite link. At the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Shi's teachings in 
the system of Shiraogawa. The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that that the 
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system of Shiraogawa would conform to well-known standards in facsimile protocol, as a receipt 
confirmation is inherently transmitted within the T.30 facsimile messages, as recognized by Shi 
in column 5, line 13-column 6, line 22. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Shi's 
teachings with the system of Shiraogawa to obtain the invention as specified in claims 7, 14, 19, 
and 27. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 

will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

j 

CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joe Pokrzywa whose telephone number is (571) 272-7410. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Joseph R. Pokrzywa 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2625 , 
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